4/15/07 



liunuging Editor 
The Village Voice newspaper 
New York, II. Y. 

Dear Editor, 

This is really for *bit Hentoff but I hope you will t;ike the tine to read it 

before giving it to him. It is prompted by a copy of his 4/7/87 column just received. 

* 

How about felonies by the 1131, proven in court and undenied, felonies that are 
unreported, including by Hat Hentoff, who was informed? 

I am a 74 year old former reporter, investigative reporter. Senate (Civil 
Liberties Committee) investigator and editor, wartime ^OSs) intelligence anaylst 
and the uutiior of seven books exposing the FBI. I have probably made more use of the 
Freedom of Information Act than any other private citizen. In 1974 the Congress 
amended FOIA over one of my lawsuits in which th ; FBI corrupted the courts find thus 
opened its, CIa and other such files for tlie exposure of such subversions as Cointel- 
pro, Operation Chaos and other similar abuses. The FBI does not love me and it has 
defamed mo for years. Like telling LBJ in 1966 when lie was interested in ny first 
book that my wife an* I annually celebrated the Russian revolution with a gathering 
for 35 strangers at our home. (Our hone was a fapr and the gathering was after the 
•Jewish high holidays anti was by the Jewish Welfare Board.) Iiuch more like tliis that 
1 have and I can only wonder what more them is still kept secret. 

Under Hoover the FBI conspired to "stop" me find my mating by filing a spurious 
libel suit against me. The agent who wan to front for it chickened out but Hoover 
and ' x ol3on approved that neat little first- amendment conspiracy. Under Webster, to 
"stop" me and my writing - "stop" is the word uctually used by two agents - they 
have again corrupted the courts. Tliis time they crossed the line into felonies by 
perjury, fraud and misrepresentation. They have not denied and they now cannot deny 
perpetrating these felonies because they disclosed the proof to a friend who gave me 
copies und I've filed those kbhx copies in federal district court ami now the 
appeals court. 

In order to "stop" me they employ the uusual stonewalling in FOIa cases only I 
think that with me they are a bit more diligent, daring and imaginative. In civil 
actions 78/0320-0420 combined, which is for the records of the Dallas and New Orleans 
field offices related to the investigation of tke JFK assassination, a massive 
accumulation of records tlvat are embarrassing to them, when they could stall no more 
by their usual means they demanded and got "discovery." They were before a judge with 
a long record of favoring the FBI. Idy responses include that in this case it was 
inappropriate (it was to he first time discovery was ever demanded in a FOIa case, which 
puts the burden of proof on the government), tliat it was excessive (it demanded not 
only information indicatin, , the existence of withheld records, it demanded "each 
and every" relevmit record mid piece of information I have scattered through about 
60 file cabinets), tlint it was beyond my physical capabilities , and I attached a 
complete surgical and contemporaneous medical history, including a groat stack of 
bills, all indicating my severe phycial limitations, and that in any event 1 had already 
and voluntarily provided all tliut was donmndod. (Tliis was because the appeals officer 
was a history buff, tliis is a historical case, and the relevant amount I'd provided 
fills at least two file drawer* of the enormity of two full file cabinets I had provided. 

When, and t '.Is is under Webster, I just iijnored the fink judges rubber stamping j 
of the FBI’s mendacities, its Department of Justice lawyer plionevl my la wyer to 
tlireuten to seek a contempt citation. Ily rosponse was to dare* them and that they 
did not have the balls to risk a triiil. So, because I was right anti they would not 
risk a trial, thej demanded instead a money judgement, which, when they got it, meant 
fraud to bilk me of about three inont^fli of my Social Security checks. Fink Judge 
J ohn Lewis Smith rubbers tatipod tliat, too, the case w nt up on appeal, the aCLU 



2 



re resented me on appeal, w-tli considerable timidity and without puking t» e justified 
allegations of impro prie tie3 , and there wan a ronuind because, incretliblg as it ioay 
seem that it wm: dared and unro ported, they also got n judgment gainst my lawyer. 
(Imagine the impact on lav/yers - they got a judgement against him TaoSt "Because I 
refused to take his /idvice, which was.* to make a gesture at compliance. With that as 
precedent, how could lav/yers ri3k representing clients who might not agree with them?) 

In order to got the judgement the FBI *md its lawyers, the FBI under oath, 
told the court that the demanded discovery from no would enable it to prove that it 
had complied Vwitli the case record showing tlint they have yet to nuike the required 
initial searches) or, in the alternative, wn required because of uy unique subject- 
matter expertise, to locate records not provide-I. 

While the aCLU represented me the FBI rlisclosed its own records to a friend, 
records that leave it v/itliout question that in these representations to the court 
it was lying and knew it was lying and thus the perjury, misrepresentation and 
fraud. It liapj/ons that one? of V/ebsters agent is supervisor ,in^ my litigatio as 
well as in the other alv/suit where, unde tr compulsion of fie^court, he per onally 
^disclosed the proof of his personal felonies. The AfcJLlJ promised to use tliis new 
evidence after remand and didn't. I had no objoc^when it stopped representing me 
after remand, Without in||i.bition I represented myself and I attached more than 
enough of the FBI's own documentation of its felonies. The fink judge didn]ot bother 
reuding unyting I filed, which is not tliat unusual, lio had so little know ledge of 
the litigation before him he stated that the lawsuit was for records of the King 
assassination and of t o ttew 1 liven office, repenting these flauntings of his ignorance 
several times, Bo, the cu 3 e wont up on ajqjeul arid when even before tliat heagonized 
court Judge Webster's lioachos could not refute my briefing they switched to demanding 
summary af f in>ianco . hot a lawyer, I underot; ind tliis to be like summary judgement 
before the district courts. <uid I responded. They linve the right to reply to the 
u p A )osition I filed and they have been silent, as tliat court also has been. V/hat 
they filed goes automatically to the court' 3 counsel and tliis gets it out of the 
greased \-mys and introduces a hazard to the counsel wjjlchever way counsel decides. 

I think tliis is why there is total silence mont.-yi after oral argument had been 
scheduled. 



Bo, the eminent Judge Webster and tliose I regard a3 Ills storrntroopers , faced 
with well-proven charges of these felonies, do not bother even to deny them. Perhaps 
"bother" is the wrong word. Better "dare. " & cause they do not dare join issue and 
make their felonies t. o matter before any court. Obviously, if I were not truthful, 
having myselrj madc^ the only issue before the courts and thus the "material" issue, 

I am subject to perjury charges and they are the prosecutors. They don't evenjjlliave to 
try to tall: anytime into filing charges. 



In my reporting youth this recap, off the top of the head, would have been nev/s. 
ri.nd not only "man bites dog' news, either, ; There lias been no mention of it anywhere y - 

^liis is not because, with my income now escalated to J370 4 a month and a little IfetsvJ tcur/T} 
less then, I did not undertake to inform the media. Until this second trip to the 
appeals court I sent copies of all filings of both sides to about 30 in print and 
electronic press. Kpbody was interested. It is like I fj omueller said, they'll learn, 
if I do not prevuil, because the precedent establialf^rhrougt) me will be used to 
stifle them. <uul if I do not prevail against such odds and with the appeals court 
so thorouglrly keaganized, I'll then have to decide whether I can survive jail, such 
is the state of my health. 



I did not send copies of these filings to i4 r. Hentoff. I wrote him /if ter reuding 
a column tiro Washington Boot printed. ^1 kept about a lialf -dozen at the Post informed 
and one of these people said there wa3 no nev/s in any of tliis, one of the only two 
responses I got foow all tliose mailings.) I'm sorry that Mr, kentoff was not interested - 

when it might have made some difference in the present situation, with Webster to be 
dxmfirmed to take the concepts of law and justice this reflects to the CIA, 



It seems also that out diligent press did not explore Webster's record^ ns a 
federal district court judge. I know of only one case on which ho sat, that of 
James Earl Kay's bother John. John refused to talk to the FBI, then Hoover's. It 
assumed that he could have told it much, as he could not have. ^ had not seen °ame 3 
for some tine and they never got along and never had much to do with each other. 
There is a priinn facie case that the FBI framod John in vengeance. He was charged 
with driving the switch car for a bank robber. Only the b/{k robbe r was acquitted . 
.§o, John ha3 been languishing in jail under an 1U~yeur sentence for driving the car 
of an innocent man. ’debater also permitted the use of the alleged loot in the case 
agjiint °ohn when it was not in any way connected with Mm uhen in the case of the 
accused robber the court had refused to let the alleged loot be used. But that was 
not Judge Webster in that case. 

If you recall the first iteagan/lieeoe press conference on the Iran/contra mess, 
iieose was asked why the FBI did not investigate. His reply was that when they saw 
no law violation the FBI could not properly investigate. (ffhe actuality is that the 
FBI is specifically empowered to make investigations for the President^ Meese said 
that debater agreed with him. Webster ha r. never denied it. Well, J. Edgar Hoover 
himself testified to the Warren Commission as I state above. It is in Volume 5 of 
their hearings, page 98. If any president needed an F}U investigation , assuming he 
did not need to protect himself, tteagan certs, inly did *md V/ebster is empowered to 
conduct presidential investigations^ Tiiat was before the admittedly aborted 
Bputhern Kir investigation. Uhnf l-Iooso lied about, with Webster ' 3 concurrence, i 3 
what provided the time for the Worth sliredding. 
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